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THE ISSUE BIBLICAL SCHOLARSHIP 


The Biblical scholar, oriented within the evangelical theological tradition, 
immediately confronted with primary issue the moment commences his theo- 
logical effort. This issue necessitates definitive position from which can then 
proceed the analytic and interpretative answers the ever-widening theological 
issues. That primary issue is: must starting-point Biblical scholarship the 
authoritative and declarative nature the Bible the Written Word God, must 
point departure within the theological structure accepted dogma, however 
derived—intuitively, rationally, biblically? 


The answer this issue not simple one. Those who accept the second al- 
ternative, i.e. theological structure primary, not deny the relevance Biblical 
scholarship. fact, there has been astonishing resurgence Biblical investiga- 
tion, both literary and historical. Those who adopt the former position, i.e. theologi- 
cal scholarship begins within the structure the Bible, have more and more honored 
the relevance systematic theological structure and the ability the theologian 
think into and through the contemporary theological issues, including the wider cul- 
tural and social implications those issues. 


What then the precise point issue? Those who take their starting-point with- 
theological structure assert that the relevance the Bible theological scholar- 
ship must determined interests outside the nature the Bible the Written 
Word God. interpretation the Bible therefore becomes the meaning the 
Bible. The Bible thus becomes theologically successful when speaks meaningfully 


within the activity deliverance human faith reason, i.e. not antecedent but 
successive these. 


Those who take their starting-point the nature the Biblical revelation (for 
the evangelical that means within the unique deliverance the mind God the 
Written Word, verbally inspired, not just through the Written Word) assert that 
every theological issue the attitude the theologian one listening the divine 
promulgation divine truth. does not only read the Bible, listens it. Theol- 
ogy the analysis and synthesis the knowledge that God has all things, which 
has conveyed and adapted human understanding. Although this knowledge 
God given the Written Word soteriologically intended its primary signi- 
ficance, the wider implications truth every sphere human history are in- 
volved. The only possible starting-point for such theological endeavor must divine- 
truth-as-communicated-to-man. Man cannot possibly uncover the mind God direct- 
and immediately, but only that mind communicated. That communication 
uniquely the Bible. 


Whatever redemptive, historical, cultural, and social truths our particular theol- 
ogy attains, the derivation the principles explication all such truths within 
the Bible. The pronouncement declaration such truths must Biblical content. 
Thus theological method and theological content are within the Bible. this factor 
which distinguishes theology from philosophy sociology for the evangelical theolo- 
gian, although seeks the interrelation all disciplines. 


the other hand, make one’s theology simple linguistic process Biblical 
analysis fails achieve theological relevance. Since the mind God possesses all 
truth the eternal dimension (i. God‘s understanding not discoursive but eter- 


nally complete), that truth constantly relevant the theological problem every 
age. the business the Biblical theologian analyze the cultural, historical, and 
social problems and patterns his day, and the powers integration, consistent 
with the laws thought and empowered the illumination the Divine Spirit, 
pronounce biblically-theologically the name God such issues. This demands 
absoluteness linguistic effort listening God His Word, and analytic 
ability living theologically one’s time. 


Luchies 
Wheaton College 


CRITICAL NOTE: SUGGGESTION CONCERNING 
THE CHRONOLOGY SOLOMON’S REIGN 
STANLEY HORTON 


first must find date for the Exodus. personally convinced the early 
date theory. Some current advocates the early date theory suggest 1447 the date 
the Since probable that Isaiah’s mention Tirhakah calls for an- 
other western campaign Sennacherib after 701 Egyptologists have revised 
downward their datings the Pharaohs quite frequently. Professor Albright seems 
think however that they have reached more stable level now.3 Assuming this 
so, the most probable dates for the deaths Thutmosis and III are 1495 B.C. and 
1440 B.C. The Pharaoh mentioned Exodus 2:23 can hardly Thutmosis II, but 
Thutmosis III would fit the account very well. Leaving couple years for Moses’ 
journey Egypt and for the plagues, this puts the Exodus 1438 B.C. the earliest. 


This now poses problem regard Soloman’s reign. According Kings 
6:1, the fourth year Solomon’s reign was the 480th after Israel left Egypt. Count- 
ing 1438 B.C. the first year, this gives 959-58 B.C. Solomon’s first year. first 
glance this would seem call for 923 B.C. the date marking the end Solomon’s 
forty year reign Kings 11:42). However, 930 B.C. proposed Thiele and 
others seems more 


What shall with the extra seven years? Most recent chronologies not 
take into account the clearly pictured period Solomon’s co-regency with David. 
Adonijah’s intrigues forced David proclaim Solomon king some time before David 
died. seems reasonable that Solomon’s forty years include this period. Further- 
more, according Chronicles 29:22, shortly before David died, after David’s many 
preparations for the Temple, David and the people made Solomon king “the second 
time.” Perhaps this the answer. not impossible that Solomon’s fourth year 
counted from this second public anointing. Certainly, the chronicler’s account could 
interpreted this way. Nor should disregard what Chronicles has say. Al- 
bright another place argues that archaeology does not uphold the low value critics 
assign the historical material 


This seven year overlapping David’s and Solomon’s reigns would give time 
for David’s new inspiration for encouraging his young son and for collecting more 
materials for the temple. would put King Saul’s death 1002 B.C. and the begin- 
ning his reign 1034 B.C. This would give Samuel Jittle more time grow old 
after his victory over the Philistines Mizpeh 1049 B.C. Samuel 7:3-12). 


Going back the date the Exodus 1438 B.C., this would bring the con- 
quest the Transjordan 1398 B.C. With the three hundred years Judges 11:26 
and the years Judges 10:8, this makes Jephthah’s date 1080 B.C. (instead 
1089 B.C., has been recently Then the sequence Judges chapter 
would bring Ibzan’s judgeship end 1069, Elon’s 1059, and Abdon’s 1049 
B.C. Both 1069 (the probable date the capture the ark) and 1049 are significant 
dates. Since this series ends 1049 and one succeeded Abdon, this fits well with 
the fact Samuel took over the leadership 1049 B.C. 


All these things seem fit together, confirming the long co-regency David 
and Solomon, and perhaps indicating that the facts are not yet all the side the 
late date theory the Exodus. 


{ 


NOTES 


1. John C. Whitcomb, Jr., “‘Chart of O. T. Kings and Prophets,’’ JSBE, 2nd ed., I, 641 gives cl1448; Unger’s Bible 
Dictionary 3rd ed., p. 332 gives 1441; Francisco, Introducing the Old Testament, p. 31, gives 1445 B.C. 


2. M. F. Laming Macadam, The Temples of Kawa, Oxford U. Press, 1949, I, 18. Albright upholds the two campaign 
view in “‘New Light from Egypt,’” BASOR, 130, pp. 8f., April 1953, and in Recent Discoveries in Bible Lands, 1955, pp. 
97f. See S. M. Horton, “tA Defense on Historical Grounds of the Isaian Authorship of the Passages in Isaiah Referring 
to Babylon,”” (Unpublished Th.D. dissertation, Central Baptist Seminary, 1959). 


3. W. F. Albright, The Archaeology of Palestine, Penguin Books, 1954, p. 220. 
4. E. R. Thiele, The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings, U. of Chicago Press, c1951. 


5. W. F. Albright, ‘‘The Biblical Period,” The Jews, L. Finkelstein, ed., New York, Harper and Bros., 1949, 
I, 42. 


6. J. W. Schmidt, ‘‘The Joshua-Judges Chronology,” (Unpublished Th.D. dissertation, Central Baptist Seminary, 
1954). 
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SAMUEL SCHULTZ 


Interest the Bible universal. other literary production has merited such 
constant and continuous consideration scholars well laymen. Each new trans- 


lation and revision represents the current concern convey the message the Bible 
the common man. 


Although the Bible has always had important and unique place Christi- 
anity, the role the Scriptures has varied from time time. This changing attitude 
toward the Bible has been reflected Christian education, preaching, scholarship 
and the practical use made the Bible the laity. 


Two basic attitudes toward the Bible have been apparent the history 
Christianity. The principle sola Scriptura has always had its advocates since the 
Reformation. They hold the supernatural Biblical revelation infallible. One phase 


Protestantism the present day represented those who accept the Bible 
inerrant propositional revelation. 


The opposing view has had many and varied representatives Protestant 
scholasticism. The extreme rational approach regarded the Bible merely book 
human production while others recognize selected parts the Bible divine 
origin. 

Today, when religion has more popular recognition college and university 
campuses, when church membership has reached unequaled records, when American 
politics marking new frontier and science rapidly marking advance the 
space age, well take inventory the realm Biblical scholarship. Are the 
two basically opposite views evidence today’s dialogue regarding the Bible? 


Have recent decades study and reappraisal resulted synthesis these diame- 
trically opposite views? 


the wake the Reformation the Bible was made available the common 
people means numerous translations printed form. church-going and Bible 
reading populace accepted the Scriptures reliable history well sufficient 
guide life. Until the latter part the nineteenth century the prevailing view the 
Bible held that contained timeless, universal and final teaching. 


the turn the nineteenth century several trends were developing that 
affected change attitude. The German philosopher, Hegel, who has been acknow- 
ledged the intellectual father the modern point view, held the human mind 
the final and ultimate authority. the theology Schleiermacher, the authority 
either reason revelation was brought into question, making the inner experience 
the believer the final authority instead the Bible. This “theology religious ex- 
perience” provided favorable climate for the development higher criticism. 


the mean time, literary criticism flourished. Scholars legitimately subjected 
the Bible the same principles research which were applied any other ancient 
book. However, from such criticism came the assertion that the Bible was longer 
regarded sacred history. Instead was treated “human” book composed 


numerous literary documents with many religious viewpoints reflecting the concep- 
tion particular age. 


the same time the predominant hypothesis affecting research the natural 
sciences was the influence Darwin through his theory evolution. the historical 
sciences and religious and philosophical thought, the evolutionary concept made 
penetrating impact after Hegel had replaced the idea “being” with the notion 
“becoming.” this atmosphere enlightened scholarship was Julius Wellhausen, 


who published the classic formulation the critical theory the composition the 
Pentateuch, his Geschichte Israels, 1878. 


This viewpoint still reflected today’s dialogue among scholars Biblical 
research. Rowley the Peake Memorial Lecture 1959 asserted that com- 
mon with the majority scholars still accepted Wellhausen’s view the origin 
the Pentateuch. Although the moorings have been loosed was indicated Cyrus 
Gordon article “Higher Critics and Forbidden Fruit” Christianity Today, 
November 23, 1959 the impact Wellhausen still remains. 


The application Darwinian evolution and scientific method Bible study 
has resulted new approach the Bible. Expressed popularly its best Harry 
Emerson Fosdick his Modern Use the Bible, 1924, and Guide Understand- 
ing the Bible, 1938, this viewpoint maintains that dual movement—a human achieve- 
ment and divine self revelation—converged the process Biblical development. 


geologist sees the strata the earth can discern, the accumulated 
results that constitute our Scriptures, the time and order the deposits. The Bible 


represents the apprehension truth and also inaugurates continuing development 
that extends indefinitely. 


The role the Bible religious education reflects this appraisal Scripture. 
George Albert Coe, pioneer and leading philosopher modern religious education, 
defines Christian education growing process which the Bible “transcript 
life” occasion for experience and growth and not body doctrine used for 
indoctrination. Art and other literature are just useful the Bible. 


the stated objectives (1930) the International Council Religious Educa- 
tion, highly representative body Protestants, the Bible was regarded “record 
developing religious experience which students should learn know and appreci- 
ate for its meaning present day living.” The Bible then became source book, 
valuable human document, containing principles living, symbols and codes and 
dynamic source for ever-enlarging revelation. 

Although the main stream Protestantism its official representation re- 
garded the Bible source book the traditional view prevailed. Among the groups 
this country which held that the Bible was primarily God-sent message salva- 
tion for mankind was the American Sunday School Union. Adelaide Case Liberal 
Christianity and Religious Education (Macmillan, 1924) 99, noted that this in- 
fluential interdenominational movement did not accept objective the recon- 
struction experience through the use the Bible. 


Since the turn the twentieth century the Bible was largely regarded the 
national literature Israel historical and cultural deposit the majority 
educational centers America. The viewpoint inerrancy the Scriptures 


largely found expression few seminaries and was vigorously asserted the 
Bible institute movement. 


During the first half the twentieth century the dialogue between those who 
regarded the Bible the inerrant record God’s revelation and those who appraised 
human book almost diminished the point silence. Literature, books and 
individuals that advocated the traditional views Scripture were often regarded 
non-scholarly. Lacking manuscripts that recognized the Bible reliable and iner- 
rant some publishers, who were concerned about supplying books maintaining this 
viewpoint, resorted reprints. 

The post-war era the 40’s and 50’s provided atmosphere which pre- 
vious attitudes were re-evaluated. general education the Harvard publication Gen- 
eral Education Free Society projected balanced view endeavoring reconcile 
the idea open mind and change with proper appreciation for heritage. This 


synthetize was also reflected the realm the general attitude toward 
the Bible. 


Christian education may used example illustrate the new role that 
the Bible has current thought. The significant book, The Church and Christian, 
Paul Vieth, (1947) marks the transition new mood. Although the human 
quest for the good life still deserves recognition the new emphasis insists that God has 
revealed himself within history. The new perspective emphasized that which was 
divinely given. Revelation took new meaning with the recognition the divine. 


The synthesis the two extremes Christian education has been set forth 
Sara Little The Role the Bible Contemporary Christian Education (John 
Knox Press, 1961). The core Protestantism stands between the two poles repre- 
sented the Bible human divine book. 


key factor this position the view revelation projected repre- 
sentative theologians such William Temple, Karl Barth, Paul Tillich, Emil Brunner 
and Richard Niebuhr. Sara Little summarizes their consensus revelation fol- 
lows her list the key emphasis: (pp. 57-62) 

Revelation essentially the self disclosure God. 


Revelation takes place through God’s “mighty acts,” events the plane 
history apprehended faith God’s action. 


Revelation, God’s confrontation man within the covenant community, 
determinative man’s existence. 


Reason, now assigned new role, not the basis for revelation, but instead 
helps make intelligible. 

The Bible, witness and participant the event revelation, unique 
significance the church and the life man. 

The historical, archaeological and sociological facts the Bible are thus sub- 
jected theological interpretation this new trend. dynamic movement re- 
cognized the Bible. People respond God’s actions. The Bible record 
God’s encounter with man becomes means revelation. The meaning revelation 
thus provides new vitality Christian education with the Bible occupying cen- 
tral place. 

Revelation however not identical with Scripture. Infallibility does not rest 
the words Scripture but the message. With the Bible field revelation 
God continues reveal himself through it. The Bible has message which may be- 
come the channel revelation through which God may encounter and save him. Con- 
sequently, the Bible relevant Christian education. 


turning Biblical scholarship see that the mood has likewise changed 
far the role the Bible concerned. 


Archaeological excavations Nuzu, Mari, Ugarit, and numerous other places 
have yielded knowledge Biblical times that provide more reasonable basis 
accept the Biblical record true life. Whereas the late Dr. Robert Pfeiffer 
Harvard hardly acknowledged Moses historical, scholars today acclaim the patri- 
archal narratives their basic outlines normal for the first half the second 
millenium before Christ. 


Monotheism instead originating with Amos the seventh century B.C. has 
been found normal Mosaic times. Much that once was considered myth 
now accorded historical recognition. 

Adhering however the broad outlines the late literary development the 
Pentateuch, current scholars represented Albright and his disciples project oral 
tradition very reliable source for the written documents. But, means, 
this return the position that the Scriptures are inerrant. 


| 

| 


The current interpretation the Old Testament reflects vocabulary that su- 
perficially provides language more nearly like that the orthodox view the 
Scriptures. Current writers speak freely revelation, God who acts, divine 
encounter, and the living Word. Sacred history again acceptable term for 
the Biblical record. Israel’s history the record religious encounter the ac- 
count revelation and response. Faith represents man’s outreach God. Israel 
covenant community. 

The religion Israel was not outgrowth, according current interpretation 
represented John Bright his recent publication The History Israel. For- 
merly, Israel’s religion was described terms evolutionary development, robbed 
it’s content and described conventionally henotheism—the exclusive worship 


tribal-national deity which did not deny the reality patron deities other 
peoples. 


the basis our knowledge the religion early times Bright questions 
whether henotheism ever existed. Ancient religions were developd polytheisms whose 
gods were accorded cosmic domain. Henotheism insufficient describe the religion 
Israel. This position continues; the faith Israel, however, made Israel distinctive. 
Yahweh was their king, Israel was his people, conscious Yahweh’s election and 
covenant. Israel’s monotheism however must understood the ancient sense. Is- 
rael’s national religion was amphictyonic, i.e. association communities organized 
for the protection common god, dating the twelfth century when the various 
clans united the land Palestine. Israel had unique faith. 


Thus, today’s vocabulary Biblical scholarship seems more nearly akin 
the current orthodox language. Recent trends many areas have narrowed the 
cleavage between the two viewpoints the Bible. Both groups speak the living 
Word, revelation, faith, religious encounter, the unity the Old and New Testa- 
ments, and the relevance the Biblical message for today. the layman may 
times appear that the differences regarding the Bible have disappeared. 


Careful analysis the language current Biblical scholarship, however, reveals 
that the basic cleavage still apparent. Regardless the similarity the language 
today’s conversation, the underlying difference the attitude toward the Bible it- 
self. Inerrancy the Scripures rightly understood subjects the mind the scholar 
the Bible the written word. 

Those who reject the inerrancy the Bible subject the Word God man’s 
judgment what part reliable. Often theories basic presuppositions de- 
termine the interpretation given text Scripture. 

Let illustrate this with example from the Pentateuch. The one who begins 
with the assumption that the Pentateuchal account may taken trustworthy will 
accept without question that God delivered Israel from Egyptian bondage, that 
led the twelve tribes way Mount Sinai Canaan and gave the law Moses. 
Nor does doubt that God established the priesthood, gave directions for the build- 
ing the tabernacle, instituted the sacrificial offerings and that Israel was miracu- 
lously sustained through the wilderness. 

the other hand, the scholar who begins with the premise that the Bible not 
inerrant reliable and assumes that the Pentateuch was composed basically four 
documents written down between the Solomonic era and the post-exilic period has 
significantly different attitude towards God’s revelation Israel. 

regards God’s redemptive act behalf Israel reliable the basis 
oral tradition. The rest the record held later embellishment reflection. 
Relatively few laws are regarded dating back the Mosaic times and the taber- 
nacle thought post-exilic. Thus, the priesthood never existed Mosaic times 
but began during the Solomonic era. Out the nation Israel only the tribes 
Joseph lived Egypt and they were united with the rest the tribes Canaan. 


Consequently God’s revelation Israel takes different meaning. The cove- 
nant, election, the laws and experiences portrayed historical events the sojourn 


Israel under this view not have the same frame reference today’s dialogue 
Biblical data. 


Dr. George Buttrick his book, Biblical Thought and the Secular University 
(Louisiana Press, 1960), affirms that university students need the Biblical view 
man and need worship God. the Bible occupies important part today’s 
dialogue universities and colleges may well pose the question: How should 
What kind presentation will make impact upon today’s genera- 
tion? 

who are committed the Bible the inerrant Word God need face 
the issues forthright manner. Those who attended the organizational meeting 
the Evangelical Theological Society 1949 Cincinnati will remember that the issue 
inerrancy was considered important that became the only statement dis- 
tinguish from others the field Biblical schlarship. Consequently this question 
never debated our meetings and all papers and discussions are based this 
assumption. 

listen today’s conversation there are some areas which the two 
opposing views have common points interest. Each group however approaches 
these areas from different vantage point. 

Revelation basic importance. However, must conscious the fact 
that many contemporary scholars not accept all the data that given the 
written word. Their Biblical basis for understanding revelation limited that part 
the Bible which accepted reliable. Note, way example, that they accept 
the revelation God Israel redemptive act, but not the instructions which God 
revealed Moses for the construction the tabernacle. For the one who takes the 


Scriptures inerrant and reliable the entire account constitutes the data for the study 
God’s revelation. 


The unity the Bible likewise point common interest. dichotomy be- 
tween the Old and New Testament was reflected formerly the God justice and the 
God love—marking basic contrast the relative periods progress. 


extreme dispensationalism this dichotomy likewise existed contrast be- 
tween law and grace. some areas the Old Testament was relegated minor im- 
portance, but today the Bible recognized unit. Judgment and mercy, the law 
and the gospel belong together throughout the Bible. Redemption Israel stands 
juxtaposition the salvation provided through Christ. 


Another common area today’s Biblical language the emphasis the rele- 
vance the Bible. Whereas the Bible frequently was represented man’s search 
after God now interpreted drama redemption within which man responds 
the Word God, makes decisions, and appropriates salvation day day. God 
man finds the answer his lost condition. The Bible confronts man with the Word 
God and calls him participate the Biblical drama and prepares him for 
encounter with God. Consequently the Bible relevant. 


The social gospel approach appropriated the ethical standards and the other 
extreme emphasized the supernatural crisis experience. evident today that 
the Bible relevant the point where the gospel touches man the deepest level 
his existence well the level conduct every day life. The area disagree- 
ment again apparent the extent the Scripture that relevant. 


The historical and cultural background another area that common the 
Biblical scholars today. With the advance archaeological discoveries the milieu 
Biblical records and history much more fully known. The meaning and signifi- 


| 


cance the message was given through the prophets, for instance must first 
all understood the hearers perceived that time. 


Formerly Biblical passage was interpreted one case limited its mean- 
ing the historical setting and the other hand was taken completely out con- 
text. Today the common emphasis the background well the application. 
many parts the Bible the historical background represents point agreement 
among Biblical scholars. Take for example Isaiah chapter seven. The time, place and 
events pose problem. When the book Deuteronomy under consideration 
differ radically with those who not accept the Scriptural assertion that these 
speeches are Moses. While take the time Moses the historical background 
the scholar who accepts the conclusions higher criticism poses the times Josiah 
the background. Even though common concurrance the historical background 


important the interpretation Scripture often radically different because ac- 
cept the Scripture inerrant. 


consider the role the Bible has the current dialogue who hold the 
inerrancy Scripture need recognize the points have common well the 
differences. taking the Bible earnest have every reason engage Bibli- 
cal scholarship. Our responsibility activate all our intellectual resources 
intelligently interpret what the Bible says. 


Creative well critical thinking the challenging responsibility Biblical 
scholarship. These disciplines should prevail our quest ascertain what the Bible 
says and our consistent effort integrate facts apparent fields research with 
Biblical claims. This demands our best stewardship time and effort. may 
costly, Dr. Frank Gabelein pointed out article entitled, “The Christian’s In- 
tellectual Life” Christianity Today (May 1961), “The price will not come down. 
nothing less than the discipline self restraint and plain hard work.” 


members the Evangelical Theological Society, must renew our efforts 
engage the current dialogue without compromise. Committed the position 
that “the Bible alone, and the Bible its entirety, the Word God written, and 
therefore inerrant the autographs” have stewardship scholarship with the 
inspired Word God our basis. 

Wheaton College 


Wheaton, 


* Chairman’s address to the mid-western Regional meeting of E.T.S., at Grace Theological Seminary, Winona Lake, 
Indiana, May 12, 1961. 


RECENT TRENDS BIBLICAL STUDIES 
GEORGE TURNER 


This broad subject, involving primarily Old and New Testament studies 
but also background scholarship Biblical archaeology, philology and theology. The 
subject difficult encompass and control because the vast flood publications 
which are appearing constantly. The amount material over which one person may 
gain and maintain mastery such that one’s field specialization must necessity 
narrower now than previous years. this paper attention concentrated 


trends over the past quarter century, especially trends special importance evan- 
gelical Christian scholars. 


The obvious difficulties the reviewer’s task alleviated considerably the 
labors others this field. Among these may note the following: 


Harold Willoughby, edit., The Study the Bible Today and Tomorrow, (Chi- 
cago 1947). 


Higgins, “Some Recent Trends Biblical Scholarship”, Congregational 
Quarterly, (1949), pp. 122-133. 


Dodd, “Thirty Years New Testament Study”, Union Theological Semin- 
ary Quarterly, (1950) pp. 5-12. 


Archibald Hunter, Interpreting the New Testament, 1900-1950, (Philadelphia, 
1952). 


Howard, Survey New Testament Studies During Half Century”, 
London Quarterly and Holborn Review, Sixth Series, (1952), pp. 6-15. 


Wm. Baird, Jr. “Current Trends New Testament Study” The Journal Re- 
Review, June, 1954, pp. 49ff. 


Cadbury, “Current Issues New Testament Studies”, Harvard Theological 
Review, June, 1954, 


James Muilenburg, “Old Testament Scholarship, Fifty Years Retrospect,” Jour- 
nal Bible and Religion, April, 1960, pp. 


Ernest Wright, “Old Testament Scholarship Prospect”, Journal Bible and 
Religion, April, 1960, pp. 182. 


10. Cadbury, “New Testament Scholarship: Fifty Years Retrospect”. Jour- 
nal Bible and Religion, April, 1960, 194ff. 


Colwell, “New Testament Scholarship Prospect”, Journal Bible and 
Religion, April, 1960, 199ff. 


12. Norman Gottwald, “Whither Old Testament Studies?” Andover Newton Quar- 
terly, September, 1960, 17. 


13. Russell Tuck, “Recent Studies the Fourth Gospel”, Andover Newton Quar- 
terly, September, 1960, 39. 


14. Young, “Survey Literature”, Christianity Today, February 13, 1960, 
pp. 


15. Marty, ed., New Directions Biblical Thought, N.Y., Association Press, 
1960. 


16. Bruce, “New Testament Studies 1960”, Christianity Today, February 13, 
1961, 


17. Harrison, “British Old Testament Study”, Christianity Today, February 13, 
1961, 12ff. 


OLD TESTAMENT 


Biblical science now more than 200 years old take the time Jean As- 
truc’s treatise two literary sources Genesis 1754 landmark its origin. 
Robert Lowth recognized parallelisms Hebrew poetry the same year. con- 
trast the relative general orderliness and stability the 19th century, the 20th 
century thus far has been one revolutionary changes Biblical research. The clos- 
ing decades the 19th century and the first decade the 20th saw the increasing in- 
fluence evolution Biblical studies and the emergence the Social Gospel. The 
reconstruction Old Testament historical pattern the Graf-Wellhausen school 
documentary hypothesis had become firmly established. Fundamentalism protested 
the so-called “assured results” critical learning with little effect. overwhelming 
was the consensus opinion among those who were considered the best scholars that 
early 1940 the Methodist Church under the leadership Prof. Leslie 
(Boston University School Theology), projected re-writing Old Testament his- 
tory for Sunday School children. Amos and the prophets would presented 
the earliest sources information and the founders Methodism. graduate Col- 
gate Rochester Divinity School doing graduate study Harvard the forties, had 
been taught revere Julius Wellhausen perhaps the greatest genius the history 
modern Bible Scholarship. This theory has found expression the Polychrome 
Bible irreverently dubbed the “rainbow Bible”. The isolation sources other than The 
JEDP quartet proceeded, including (2) Smend 1912, document Eiss- 
feldt 1922, Kenite source Morgensterns 1927 and Edomite source Pfeif- 
fer 1941. Pfeiffer’s Introduction the Old Testament (Harper’s, 1941) marked the 
high water mark Wellhausen’s influence. this volume the author, noting view- 
point with which disagreed, dismissed the use “the ultimate weapon,” name- 
ly, that acceptance this view would undermine the entire Graf-Wellhausen hypothe- 
sis. The result this trend was atomistic view Scripture which scholars saw 
divergences, but little unity; they asked who said it, when said it, why said it, but 
little about what said. Irwin, was line with this negative result “higher 
Criticism” when 1933, self-styled objective and scientific scholar, was 
forced conclude that Amos was not strong thinker, but one meager intellectual 
furnishings and strong had apparently been overconverted nega- 
tive criticism. 

Meanwhile, over the horizon appeared cloud the size man’s hand, which 
challenged the documentory hypothesis. Kittle, ed. Biblia Hebraica was among 
the first challenge the documentary hypothesis, his Geschichte des Hebraer, 
(Gotha, and Geschichte des Volkes Israel, (1909). 


One the most influential those making constructive refutation the 
documentary hypothesis was Hermann Gunkel. His studies form criticism found 
expression his Commentary Genesis and later his Einleitung the Psalms 
(1933). reaction from historical criticism substituted Formgeschichte. In- 
stead dissecting literary sources went back assumed oral sources and dis- 
tinguished diverse literary types. Prominent this was the quest for the life-situation, 
Sitz Leben, out which the literature the Bible came. This attitude reflected 
Eissfeldt, Einleitung Alten Testamentum. Mowinkel was also much influenced 
Gunkel was Leslie (The Psalms) among English speaking writers. The 
new emphasis here was the need for correlating what was known about the histori- 
cal environment Biblical book with the message the book. The result was that 
most the Psalms were regarded pre-exilic rather then post-exilic order ac- 
count for the Sitz Leben. 


Von Rad also worked the Formgeschichte problem Das Formgeschichtliche 
Problem des Hexateuch, (1938), seeking sources the Jahwist document creedal 


formulations and Josh. 24. Alt and his disciples stressed the import- 
ance cultic contrasted historical influences Israel’s history. According 
this view the heroic age Israel that reflected the book Judges when the 
Twelve-Tribe League with cult centers, “shows existence strong national and 
cultic unity Israel antedating the monarchy.”? This was Israel’s charismatic age. 
contrast Alt, Gunkel, Mowinkel, Nyberg and Pedersen, the Bible itself views 
this period the “dark ages” Israelite history and the times Abraham and 
Moses the great creative periods. noteworthy that Alt’s view contrast 
liberalism also which assumed primitive culture slowly evolving the kingdom 
period. According this Formgeschichte view the prophets were not hostile the 
priests, ofter implied the Old Testament, but were associated with cult centers 
“cultic prophets”.3 Law was now restored place prior time the prophets. 
This emphasis upon the cultic has lent new importance the post-exilic period. 
short, the emphasis the older criticism the priority the prophetic influence 
the kingdom period now shifted the periods after the Exodus and after the 
Exile. This tradition-history, Formgeschichte scoffs historical criticism but much 
Many factors have contributed this shift emphasis. One the most in- 
has been archaeology. While continental scholars have continued the 
dominant influence lexical and theological studies American scholarship has taken 
the lead archaeology. great impetus scientific archaeology, distinct from 
‘curio seeking, came with the pioneer work Flinders Petrie the dating pottery 
the work Albright and others stratification. 


Palestinian archaeology received great impetus since World War because 
most Palestine was under British Mandate and archaeology could pursued 
vigorously. was neither exploited treasure hunters nor hindered hostile 
governments. this American scholars, from Edward Robinson (1841) Nelson 
Glueck (1960) have been the dominant influence. The influence the discoveries 
Ras Shamra Ugaritic literature has served provide considerable Sitz Leben 
for Old Testament literature, particularly that the Psalms. The overwhelming effect 
this mass data, contemporary with our Biblical records, has been show that 
the Hexateuch presents accurate reflection the period out which purports 
\to come, rather than world existing only the imagination the writers the 

Kingdom Period. case point the patriarchial stories which have literary and 
historical parallels with Hittite remains. George Mendenhall and others have shown 
from Hittite sources that Canaan about the year 2000 B.C. was essentially the world 
Genesis and that Wellhausenism based more theorv than upon fact. The con- 
tribution has done much bolster the position. This 
reflected, for instance, the coldness given liberals Albright’s demand for 
revision liberalism’s position the dating Biblical materials. seen the 
support given the Qumran Scrolls our extant O.T. texts and the Hebrew 
background the Fourth Gospel. But archaeology has also made more precarious 
the doctrine infallible autographs the Old Testament, the judgment most 
students archaeology e.g., Albright, and Young his Analytical Concordance. 

However the total impact archaeology has been give new respectibility 
conservative scholarship. 

The influence archaeology reflected two recent books old Testa- 
ment history. Martin Noth, The History Israel, Philadelphia: Westminister, 1959, 
finds that since there are written records prior 1200 A.D. the period the 
patriarchs and the Exodus are but memories events and persons preserved oral 
transmission and hence consists tribal legends later brought into an_ historical 
framework which rather Even Moses legendary figure. Bright, 
the other hand, reflecting the Albright influence, goes back far behind the Judges 
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period and assumes valid historical memory behind the Pentateuch. this matter 
diverse data synthesis not yet sight. Wright finds that this the cen- 
tral issue Old Testament study, namely, whether the tribal confederacy the de- 
termining factor Old Testament history whether Bright’s approach the valid 


ived cordial commendation evangelical scholars e.g., Young, “Survey 
Old Testament Literature,” Christianity Today, Feb. 13, 1961, 


terms the contribution evangelical scholarship the study the Old 
Testament the trend impressive. More and more well-trained evangelical scholars, 
especially the Reformed tradition, are concerning themselves with Old Testament 
studies. may mention addition those cited such names Young, 
Bruce and Merrill Unger, and some younger scholars. The Old Testament speaks 
uncertain sound through the writing Samuel Schultz his The Old Testa- 
ment Speaks, N.Y.: Harpers, 1959, volume which combines features intro- 
duction, history, and biblical theology. cautious where caution needed, 
dating Exodus, but sometimes, due space considerations, deals rather lightly 
with problems. Merrill Unger’s volumes indicate sustained production high 
caliber Old Testament studies. Many young scholars are beginning make their 
influence felt, especially the Old Testament fields. The interest now being shown 
large publishers the conservative market symptomatic the vitality and fresh- 
ness the new evangelism “Neo-Fundamentalism.” Eighteen years ago Professor 
Auer Harvard said that Machen was the only fundamentalist for whom 
had any respect. His list would undoubtedly considerably larger today. 


NEW TESTAMENT SCHOLARSHIP 


Landmarks Scholarship during the past quarter century are numerous. 
The influence Barth’s Commentary Romans, 1918, can scarcely overestimat- 
ed. did the service exposing the shallowness humanistic Christianity and the 
sinfulness man. taught fit into the biblical frame reference rather than 
shaping the Bible fit our context. neutral Switzerland, surrounded the tides 
war, Barth was uniquely situated ponder the sinfulness man, and the need 
for divine intervention man was save from self-destruction. 

America has been described, however, suffering cultural lag biblical 
studies. During most this century has been the continental scholars who have 
led the way. North American scholarship has been sharply divided into liberal and 
conservative camps, while the British, characteristically, have tried harmonize the 
extremes. Thus was not until some fifteen years later that Barth’s Neoorthodoxy 
made its influence felt any extent this country. late the mid-forties New 
England Seminaries including theological faculties Harvard and Boston University 
were vigorously resisting what Van Til calls The New Modernism. Aided, not only 
the World War, but also the great depression the thirties, belief man’s in- 
ward goodness and the inevitability his progress was largely abandoned, much 
the relief those conservatives who had never lost sight man’s sinfulness and his 
dependence upon divine grace. 


Neo-Orthodoxy was born World War the demand for demythologizing 
originated World War II. Based upon the philosophy existentialism Heidig- 
ger, Rudolph Bultmann sought interpret the New Testament such way that 
the average man the mid-twentieth century would pay attention. 

The most appreciated factor about Bultmann’s approach his alleged motive. 
convinced that the message the New Testament largely unconvincing 
modern man because the mental furnishings today’s average man differ widely 
from those the first century. Today live space age with man-made satelites 
becoming commonplace. harder for sophisticated moderns think Christo- 


thinks the teacher must arbitrarily make his Bright’s work has re- 


centric universe than was for St. Paul who saw every knee bowing Christ (Phi. 
2:11). Modern man cannot, says Bultmann, think within the dimensions three- 
story universe even wishes. The inner spiritual truth the New Testament 
must divested its symbolism the “mythology” which pertains the pre- 
critical, pre-scientific the first century. Even such fundamentals the virgin birth, 
miracles, and the resurrection, treated Bultmann and his disciples, are scaf- 
folding which obscures the true nature the Gospel message, the Kerygma. Bult- 
mann puts it, “The world view the Scripture mythological and therefore un- 


acceptable modern man whose thinking has been shaped science and there- 
fore longer 


Serious attempts have been made understand, translate and present Bultmann 
favorable light English readers e.g., Jan Henderson, Myth the New Testa- 
ment; SCM. Press, 1956; John Macquarrie, The Scope Demythologizing, N.Y: 
Harpers, 1960. Presbyterian professor Park College, Missouri recently called for 
Copernican Christology, and the Episcopal Bishop Pike San Francisco ready 
demythologize the Apostle’s Creed. Many who accept his conclusions are forced 
recognize the seriousness the problem. Christianity Today presently rendering 
service series articles “Dare Follow Bultmann?” 

Neo-Orthodoxy the New Modernism what can said the school demy- 
thologizing? exasperating the typical liberal less than the fundamenta- 
list. Bultmann does not tell his disciples what about history, least they 
not appear have heard did. This school thought does not tell one how 
can have vital faith without some factual basis for it. The negative results the 
attempt demythologizing have already led reaction the direction re- 
newed attempt discover the historical Jesus. There emerging new synthesis be- 
tween the kerygma and the Jesus history. This trend reflected James Rob- 
inson, New Quest the Historical Jesus, 1959. 

Recent studies Acts include two evangelical commentaries; one Bruce 
and the other Earle and Carter. Significant recent studies Romans include 
those Nygren and Barrett. 

Perhaps area have trends New Testament scholarship been more no- 
ticable than Johannine studies. 1935 Dodd stated that, his judgment, 
the understanding the Fourth Gospel was the “crucial test our success failure 
solving the problem the New Testament Landmarks Johannine 
studies include the publication the Ryland Papyrus fragment which completes 
abandoment mid-second century dating which was vogue thirty 
years ago, and locates about 100 A.D., the traditional dating. 
sus once again regarded the most likely place origin. Attempts redistribut- 
ing the materials the Gospel, urged MacGregor, Bernard and Bultmann, are 
being treated with increased reserve and skepticism because they raise more problems 
than they solve e.g., Power, “The Original Order St. John’s Gospel, Catholic 
Biblical Quarterly, Oct. 1940. The appearance the Qumran Scrolls has substanti- 
ated the earlier judgments men like Howard who had believed that the 
dominant emphasis the Gospel was Semitic rather than Hellenistic.? Jeremias and 
Burrows agree that Palestine the background this Gospel. English com- 
mentators have given this Gospel considerable attention, among them Sir Edwin 
Hoskyns, (1938), Barrett, (1955), Lightfoot (1958), and Howard 
and Gossip the Interpreters Bible, Tasker, (1960) the 
Commentary series and Wm. Barclay, Daily Study Bible, masterpiece expository 
lucidity. 

During the forties, Albright brought bear upon the Fourth Gospel the 
findings archaeology and decided that this evidence points author acquainted 
with Palestine prior the Jewish War, boost the defenders traditional author- 


ship. Because the many verbal similarties, the Qumran schools have intensified 
interest the Fourth Gospel. Its historical accuracy has been substantiated 
large extent. 

Other recent developments with special reference Johannine studies include 
the recent discovery Gnostic papyri Chenobezkion upper While not 
closely related the Fourth Gospel these Coptic gospels reveal the Gnostic influences 
which had already been anticipated the Gospel and Epistles John and Paul’s 
letter the Colossians. The Gospel Thomas has interesting parallels language 
with the Four 

One the finest ancient manuscripts the Fourth Gospel the Bodner Papy- 
rus II, dating from the third century; hence the earliest complete text the 
Gospel extant. will consulted with profit the years come students 
John. may noted that the current trend recognize one text John 
the best. Instead scholars like Hoskyns, Barrett, and Dodd have used eclectic text. 

The Evangelical Quarterly edited series articles which appeared “Studies 
the Fourth Gospel.” contains assertation Karl Barth that the statement, 
‘The Word Became the central statement the New Cullmann 
has suggested that the people whom the Gospel addressed are not the Jews the 
Diaspora, but rather primitive group Hellenists which simultaneously 
with the Judaizers from primitive Bultmann’s great commentary John 
1941 marks the end era. Merril Tenney has presented very useful analy- 
sis the Gospel and judicious presentation its distinctive 

Encouraging signs for the Evangelical scholar are numerous. Rolland Wolfe 
Western Reserve University said recently that, liberal, had far more respect 
for scholars like Bernard Ramm and the faculty Wheaton than had for the “up- 
to-date” existentialists. Evangelical scholarship also apparent Biblical commen- 
taries, existant and projected, including, the New International Commentary the 
New Testament, The Evangelical Bible Commentary, Hendrickson’s solid scholarship, 
the Torch series, and the Shield series. For the Biblical scholar, this age new dis- 
covery and transition good time alive. There vigor among younger 
evangelical scholars with modification the dogmatism many the older con- 
servative scholars. The most promising field for young Christian scholars would seem 

Evangelicals need guard against tendency towards me-too-ism. temptation 

attempt tasks that are being done better others, such the Bible 

and writing Commentaries, not because they contribute the fund knowledge but 

simply because they are done evangelical, thus catering one segment con- 

servative readers. Less isolation, less motivation prestige and greater dedication 

the long range task Christian apologetics via Biblical approach would seem 
appropriate next step for evangelical biblical scholars this mid-century. 


Asbury Theological Seminary 
Wilmore, Kentucky 
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REPORTS SECTION MEETINGS 


The ninth annual meeting the Southern Section E.T.S. was held South- 
eastern Bible College, Birmingham, Ala., April 7-8, 1961, featuring evening ad- 
dress Pres. Alden Gannett the College. The program included nine other 
scholarly papers presented members the Society, plus the fine entertainment, 


musical and otherwise, that has come associated with the Southern regional 
gatherings. 


The eighth meeting the Far-Western Section took place Friday, May 5th, 
the campus Fuller Theological Seminary, Pasadena, Calif. 

The sixth general meeting the Mid-Western Section convened Grace Theo- 
logical Seminary, Winona Lake, Ind., and extended its sessions over Friday and 
Saturday, May and 13. Attendance meetings reached 100, with ample discussion 
following each the eight learned papers presented. Chairman Samuel Schultz 
addressed the annual fellowship banquet the theme, “The Bible Today’s Dia- 


logue.” Central Bible Institute Springfield, Mo., invitated Mid-Western Section ses- 
sions the fall 1962. 


The following officers were elected the Sections: 


Southern Mid-Western: 
Chairman: Chairman: 
Dr. Alfred Cierpke Dr. John Whitcomb 
Temple Baptist Theological Grace Theological Seminary 
Vice-Chairman: 
Vice-Chairman: Dr. John Wenger 
Prof. John Anderson Goshen College the Bible and 
Bryan College Seminary 
Secretary: 
Prof. William McLatchie Rev. Francis Breisch 
Temple Baptist Theological Pastor, Wheaton, 
Seminary 
Treasurer: 


Prof. Robt. 
Free Will Baptist Bible College 


The new officers may contacted for further information coming meetings. 


JOINT-MEETING EVANGELICAL THEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 
AMERICAN SCIENTIFIC AFFILIATION 


The American Scientific Affiliation and the Evangelical Theological Society con- 
cluded the fourth series biennial meetings the harmony science and 
Biblical Christianity. the theme, “The Future Theology and Science,” approxi- 
mately one hundred representatives the two scholarly organizations met Goshen 
College, Ind., June 14-16. unparalleled sense mutual confidence and Christian 
unity was attained, members pledged themselves renewed effort toward pro- 
fessional excellence their respective fields, coupled with devotion the lordship 
Christ and the authority Scripture. 

The American Scientific Affiliation, under its president, Dr. Frank Cassel, 
professor biology North Dakota State College, represents the nation’s evangelic- 
ally-minded men science, while the Evangelical Theological Society, under the 
presidency Dr. Laird Harris, professor Old Testament Covenant Theologi- 
cal Seminary, St. Louis, consists North American Biblical scholars and educators 
who are committed E.T.S.’s doctrinal affirmation that “The Bible alone, and the 
Bible its entirety, the Word God written, and therefore inerrant the auto- 
graphs (its original The two presidents spoke the backgrounds and pur- 
poses the two organizations general banquet June 15th and, together with 
other officers, moderated the academic sessions, consisting learned papers, panels, 
and open discussions the conference theme. 


The stated purpose the meetings was anticipate what may lie ahead for 
evangelicalism the relations between science and theology. The opening sessions 
centered present needs and trends the two areas. Speaking “The Necessity 
for the Forward Look Theology,” Dr. Vernon Grounds, president the Con- 
servative Baptist Theological Seminary, Denver, cautioned the groups that not all 
theological frontiers are wide open. “The central principles Protestantism,” said 
Grounds, “have become too fluid. Rather than turning back the clock rejuvinate 
old errors, must seek for development within the Biblical affirmations the his- 
toric church.” then outlined the challenges confronting Christianity from modern 
attempts “demythologizing” Scripture, from communist theory, and from religious 
syncretism and skepticism. the same time, Grounds stressed the areas Biblical 
study which full justice has not yet been accorded, such the doctrines the 
church and eschatology, and the need for making the Gospel meaningful modern 
thought. His message was paralleled that Dr. Robert Fischer, chemist from 
the University Indiana, who spoke “The Necessity for the Forward Look 
Science.” Fischer observed that the future for science hazy, except that great change 
must expected. spoke the rapid increase scientific personnel and publica- 
tion and the more mature attitude that Americans are coming take toward 
science, understood “controlled observation.” Fischer opposed “scientism,” which 
defined making god fetish out this materially effective but spiritually 
inappropriate methodology. anticipated greater emphasis science funda- 
mental concepts, such the structure matter, and increasing impact science 
upon American education. 

the subject “Present Trends Biblical Studies,” Dr. George Turner, 
professor New Testament Asbury Theological Seminary, Wilmore, Ky., spoke 
the return within recent scholarship more appreciative attitude toward Scrip- 
ture. Turner concluded that for evangelicals, “This great time alive.” 
was followed Dr. John Huizenga the Argonne National Laboratory, 
“Present Trends Science.” Huizenga emphasized shift modern science away 
from concepts natural determinism and toward belief multiple alternatives and 
statistical probability. reasoned that the “uncertainty principle” opens the 
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way for the Christian concepts providence and miracle. “Science,” said Huizen- 
ga, “may unmask errors and solve problems; but make assertions about purpose 
non-purpose nature lies beyond its scope.” These sessions, with accompanying 
discussions, were moderated Dr. Barton Payne the Wheaton College Graduate 
School Theology, secretary the E.T.S. 

“The Future Human Relations” constituted the subject Wednesday’s popu- 
lar evening meeting, the Goshen College Church chapel. Moderator was Dr. Henry 
Weaver, professor physics Goshen and vice-president the A.S.A. Dr. 
William Hoglund, practicing dentist Lombard, and chairman his commun- 
ity’s council human relations, reminded the group the need insure equality 
opportunity for men all races, fellow creatures God. Dr. David Moberg, 
sociologist, from Bethel College, St. Paul, then cautioned against tendency for 
evangelicals cling outmoded attitudes social traditionalism. “Decisions for 
Christ Savior not themselves necessarily solve all problems group adjust- 
ments,” warned Moberg; “and must maintain our concern about such matters 
the United Nations, anti-Semiticism, and corruption business.” 


The sessions Thursday morning, June 15th, concerned the practical relevance 
the Bible and science upon each other’s methods. Dr. Douglas Young, dean 
Trinity Theological Seminary, Chicago, spoke “The Relevance Scientific 
Thought Scriptural Interpretation.” While noting that the Biblical writers lived 
pre-scientific age, yet opposed the idea that science must therefore become to- 
day’s norm for correcting their statements. “In Scripture,” Young explained, “their 
words were rendered the words God and thus kept free from error.” Canons in- 
terpretation are indeed essential; but “These must grammatical, historical, and 
theological standards, and primarily scientific ones.” But while questioning the 
use the latter final authority, noted their value providing suggestive keys 
for Biblical interpretation. Young’s message was then complimented address 
Dr. James Bales, professor Christian evidences Harding College, Ark., 
speaking “The Relevance Scriptural Interpretation for Scientific Thought.” 
After pointing out that the Bible directed historical realities, Bales specified 
particular Biblical areas that are relevant for scientific thinking. pointed out how 
Scripture furnishes science with its concepts man’s obligation “subdue the 
earth” (Genesis 1:28), the rationality life, the value persons, and the 
reality natural law. The Bible, said, also rules out from science areas impro- 
per experimentation (such the Nazi torture chambers), false conclusions (as, 
denying Biblical teachings the unity the human race), ethical misapplica- 
tion (e.g., attempts justify sexual immorality the basis the Kinsey reports). 
Above all, Scripture forbids anti-supernaturalistic scientific explanations. insists, 
for example, upon divine creation for the origin the universe and life and upon 
the spiritual nature man, whose psychology transcends materialistic concepts. 
Where conflicts might seem appear between the Bible and science, Bales insisted 
that the Word God must retain the priority. “The Christian lives under neces- 
sity for immediate harmonizations; must courageous suspend his own judg- 
ment, need be, and await further light.” 

These two papers were then subject further analysis critique panel con- 
sisting Dr. Erwin Monsma, professor organic science Calvin College, Grand 
Rapids, and Dr. John Whitcomb, professor Old Testament Grace Theological 
Seminary, Winona Lake, Ind. Monsma agreed with Young that Scripture must 
interpreted the basis its own content. then supplemented Bales’ presentation 
concerning the relevance the Bible calling attention its historical contribu- 
tions, including man’s original fall into sin and the corresponding need for redemp- 
tion, both the part individuals and society and the world. also made 
clear that while Christian men science thus work under definite presuppositions, 
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still all scientists are marked unavoidable presuppositions, whether anti-super- 
naturalistic otherwise, which must necessarily affect their conclusions. Whitcomb 
then explained that while certain theories such uniformitarianism (which would 
deny miracles) the gradual evolution Adam and Eve are necessarily “off limits” 
for Christians, such restriction that confinement the truth, “like having 
closed mind respect the multiplication table,” that the results become those 
greater efficiency and true freedom. 


The open meeting that followed was moderated E.T.S.’s president, Dr. Harris. 
addition the previous participants, two more discussants joined the panel, Dr. 
Allan MacRae, Old Testament scholar and president Faith Theological Semin- 
ary, Philadelphia, and Dr. Harold Spinka, dermatologist the University 
nois, School Medicine Chicago. MacRae qualified Whitcomb’s definition “off 
limits” noting (1) that the areas overlap between science and Scripture are 
relatively small, Scripture emphasizing primarily the religious truth salvation 
Christ, while science penetrates far beyond the Bible into the natural world; and (2) 
that the actual Biblical restrictions not mean that Christian men science are 
refuse study anti-Biblical conclusions but simply that they are saved from wasting 
their time entertaining with any seriousness such blind avenues error. Spinka ex- 
plained how felt the Bible consist “explanations from God’s point view,” 
opening new areas truth beyond the access experimental science. Group dis- 
cussion followed, and greater consensus feeling and mutual confidence be- 
tween evangelical scientists and their theological brethren was experienced than 
any the previous joint meetings the A.S.A. and the E.T.S. 


“Science Looks into the Future” identified the Thursday afternoon sessions, 
moderated A.S.A.’s president, Dr. Cassel. Dr. James Kraakevik, professor 
physics, Wheaton College, and Dr. Wallace Erickson, manufacturing and re- 
search chemist, Chicago, collaborated analysis the physical sciences. “Know- 
ledge expanding fantastic rate,” they summarized, “but not reaching ultimate 
conclusions; for new discoveries serve only open other new doors research.” 
Man’s growing ability synthesize organic compounds was cited illustration 
for cautioning evangelicals against dogmatic statements that would set limits 
scientific potentialities. “God,” they explained, “is permitting man follow Him 
His creative acts.” Speaking the social sciences, Dr. Paul Peachey, professor 
history Eastern Mennonite College, Va., concluded that studies human culture 
conditions are “observable but not predictable,” except respect degrees proba- 
bility. Peachey then elicited considerable discussion describing today’s society 
one revolution (noting the population explosion, rising nationalism, and the fall 
previous social systems) and expressing hope for the future Christian culture, 
provided did not “connect Christianity with aspects the U.S.’s own counter-revo- 
lutionism.” Dr. Ralph Lowell, professor biology North Park College, Chicago, 
then spoke for the biological sciences, asserting that “the new biology molecular,” 
with its emphasis upon mathematics and physics. anticipated the future synthesis 
living matter. Yet the same time cautioned that science, including the new 
biology, has its “fashions,” which are imposed somewhat dogmatically, which may 
refuse examine their own presuppositions and insufficiencies, and which general 
conformity required for intellectual acceptance and respectability. noted, for 
example, the theory naturalistic evolution, into the framework which certain 
facts cannot readily fitted: e.g., the paleotological gaps, specialized adaptations, 
and “misplaced” fossils. The evening banquet was then moderated Dr. William 
Tinkle, member the joint planning committee for the two societies, and was ad- 
dressed the two presidents. Dr. Cassel spoke the need for the A.S.A. produce 
more constructive work “by specialized groups, developing specifically Christian 
hypotheses, conceptual models,” while Dr. Harris reviewed the historic 


upon Bible-committed scholarship and called for renewed efforts toward 
this end. 


The final sessions June 16th, moderated Dr. Ralph Earle, professor 
New Testament the Nazarene Theological Seminary, Kansas City, Mo., and vice- 
president the E.T.S., and Dr. Harold Hartzler Mankato State College, 
Minn., executive secretary the A.S.A., solidified the conclusions the preceding 
days’ discussions and planned for continuingly effective cooperation both organ- 
izations. Dr. Woodrow Goodman, president Marion College, Ind., spoke the 
implications the future relations science and theology for Christian education. 
noted that while religion may seem irrelevant under modern American secularism, 
yet furnishes the historic axioms “the reality God, revealed Jesus Christ, 
and self-consistent truth, including the Biblical revelation with its insistence upon 
moral controls over mankind.” These axioms, Goodman stated, require different 


approach education and different method forming conclusions, for those who 
would consistent Christians. 


Each session opened with prayer and with brief exhortations from Scripture. De- 
votional leaders included Dr. Russell Mixter, chairman the Dept. Biology 
Wheaton College, Dr. Ralph Thompson, professor Old Testament, Taylor 
University, Ind., Dr. John Young, president the Evangelical Theological 
Seminary, Tokyo, Japan; Dr. Jacob Gerig, president the Ft. Wayne Bible College. 
Ind.; and Dr. John Hyde, practicing physician, Oak Park, Ill. Plans were projected 
for the 5th biennial meeting A.S.A. and E.T.S. June 1963 the Pittsburgh 
area. Further information may gained writing the organizations’ secretaries 


414 Broad St., Mankato, Minn., and the Graduate School Theology, Whea- 
ton College, respectively. 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS MEETINGS 


The following meetings the Evangelical Theological Society are scheduled for 
the coming months. Members and friends are urged participate, both their 
nearest regional section and the national gathering, filling the attached form 
and mailing the officer concerned. 


Attention directed the action taken the Society 1956, recommending 
institutional support for the expenses faculty representatives E.T.S. meetings. 
Upon the request any member, the national secretary will glad communicate 
with institution, bringing this recommendation their notice. 


REGIONAL MEETING: 


The ninth meeting the Far-Western Section has been scheduled for Friday, 
October 27, 1961 Pasadena College, Pasadena, Calif. Suggestions for the program- 
ming, titles papers read, and reservations should mailed the Chairman, 
Dr. John Dunkin, 560 St. Louis St., Los Angeles, Calif. stimulating series 
sessions being planned. 

The second meeting the Eastern Section has been postponed until the Easter 
season, 1962. Further information will released later. 


NATIONAL MEETING 


Dr. Ralph Earle, national Vice-President and Program Chairman, announces 
that the thirteenth annual meeting the Evangelical Theological Society will 
held Covenant College and Theological Seminary, St. Louis, Mo., Tuesday and 
Wednesday, Dec. 26-27, 1961. Attendance will thus possible the S.B.L.E., A.S.- 
O.R., and related gatherings, which will meeting subsequently Concordia Theo- 
logical Seminary, also St. Louis. Start planning now participate mailing 
your reservation Dr. Earl, 5546 Crestwood Dr., Kansas City 10, Mo. 


(Clip here) 


the following reservations for me: 

Room for the night (s) Evening 


Kindly send announcements this meeting the following interested friends: 


Names Addresses 


President 


Laird Harris, Ph.D. 
Covenant College Seminary 
Box 143, Clayton, 

St. Lovis Mo. 


Treasurer 


Earl Kalland, Th.D., D.D. 
Conservative Baptist Th. Sem. 
1500 10th Ave., 

Denver 18, Colo. 


Executive 
Members Large 
Ralph Earle, Th.D. 
Lloyd Kalland, Th.D. 
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